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" authority, and every individual in the country invited
" to repair to it; while protection is given to every man
" who denies or resists the authority of government; and
" while the Governor-General takes a willing and decided
" pgrt in every measure that tends to degrade the Coun-
tc cil and disarm us of our lawful powers, we are not
" sanguine enough to expect that any efforts of ours
et should be equal to the execution of the trusts reposed
"in us. We cannot answer for the collection of the
"revenues, we cannot answer for the internal govern-
tc merit of the country, nor for the safety of the State ;
" our utmost efforts shall still be exerted to preserve the
" peace, and to promote the welfare of the country, until
"the necessity or the expediency of a<new arrangement
ie shall be determined at home: but divested as we are
" of all power, we owe it to our safety and character to
" discharge ourselves in the most solemn manner of all
" responsibility."

This minute is extremely curious. In the first place
its vehemence is wholly unjustified by the points to
which it refers. At the time when it was written, and
down to the end of 1775; the questions, exclusive of
Nuncomar's case, and the case of Commaul 0 Dien,
which had arisen between the Court and the Council,
were, so far as appears by the papers annexed to Touchet's
petition, these, and no others :

1 The suspension of the various Calcutta Courts.

" more attended to than the truth of the facts) that the Court is open
" to the suitors, none are invited, hut all may fly for justice. That hut
"two persons have applied for protection of the Court in any case in
" which the authority of Government can on any pretence he asserted
" to have been called in question. To Mr. Stewart that protection was
'* denied. To Commaul 0 Dicn it has been granted, and I hope your
" lordship will think on just principles " (Impey, ubi supra).
1 No. 28, encl. 1, April llth, 1775.